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Mr. William F. Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Room 222
Washington, D. C. 20554

DOCKET fiLE COpy ORIGINAL
Re: Ex Parte CC Docket No. 94-1

Price Cap PerfolllWlCe Reyiew for Local ExchanG Carriers

Dear Mr. Caton:

On Thursday, February 2, 1995, I met with Mr. James L. Casserly, Senior
Legal Advisor to Commissioner Susan Ness, to discuss AT&T's position in the
above mentioned docket. The attachments were discussed in addition to discussing
items previously entered in the record.

In accordance with Section 1.1206(a)(1) of the Commission's Rules, two (2)
copies of this Notice are being submitted to the Secretary of the FCC on the date of
the meeting.

Sincerely,

~!(.~

Attachments

cc: Mr. James L. Casserly

OJ{No. of Copies rac'd
Ust ABC 0 E '-----=---

(]Q

16¢> Recycled Paper



THE FACTS ON
LONG DISTANCE CUSTOMER BENEFITS FROM
ACCESS REDUCTIONS

BECAUSE THE LONG DISTANCE MARKET IS COMPETITIVE,
ACCESS COST REDUCTIONS TO LONG DISTANCE
COMPANIES ARE PASSED ALONG TO CONSUMERS.

UNDER PRICE CAP REGULATION,

*AT&T IS REQUIRED BY FCC RULE 47CFR61.44(b) TO
FLOW THROUGH ACCESS REDUCTIONS TO
CUSTOMERS OF ITS PRICE CAP REGULATED SERVICES.

*AT&T'S ACCESS FLOW THROUGH IS REVIEWED WITH
THE FCC'S TARIFF DIVISION FOR APPROVAL.

FCC rule 47CFR61.44(b) states:
Subject to paragraph (d) ofthis section, adjustments to each PCI of
dominant interexchange carriers shall be made pursuant to the following
fonnula:

PClt =PClt-l*[l+w*(GNP-PI-X)+*YIR+*ZIR]
where

*y = (new access rate minus access rate at the time the PCI
was updated to PCIt-l)times (base period demand)
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Interstate Access Rates Have Declined Under Price Caps
Mainly Because Of Exogenous Cost Reductions and

Managing Sharing, Not Incentives Of The Plan

Unadjusted Access
Revenues

$22.8 Billion-

Exogenous·
Redudions including

Sharing
1147 Million-

Demand: July 1993 to June 1994

*Exogenous: Reserve Deficiency Amortization
OEM Transition
Excess Deferred Taxes
SPF Transition
Investment Tax Credit Amortization
LTS/TRS
InsideWire
Other

- Per USTA 11129194 Ex Parte

Undercap
Pricing

$640 Million-

Pure Price Cap
Component

$405 Miflion-

$20.6Billion**
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STATE OF ILLINOIS

ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION

Mrs Intelenet of Illinois, Inc.

-vs- 94-0422

Illinoi. Bell Telephone co~any

Coapl.int and petition .1 to
alleved refusal to provi4e
certain 1ntercarrier
arran,e.enta.

UPLY 0.. THE STAFF OF THE ILl.IJIOIS
C....OIGIIJt--CE COIINISSIOH TO BRIEF ON IXCDTIOIfS

TO TIl MItRING gX"IHER's PIQIQIIQ OBRIR

It i. tiu that the Pro

1Il11nois .el1 Telephone Co.pany is the only party til
brief on exceptions to the Hear1nq Exa.iner's Proposed Order.

The Staff ot the Illinoi. Commerce Co.aission, by i~.

attorney, hereby respon4. to Illinoi. aell Telephone COllP y's

Srief on Exceptions to the ae.rinq Ex••iner'. Proposed Order.

1. Illinois .ell Telephone Co~any (IBT or Illinoi•• 1),

by it. refusal to provide MFS Intelenet of Illinoi., Inc. (

intercarrier arranqe.ents and enter into a autual c01lpen. 10n

arranqe..nt with MFS, and by its brief on exception. to the Re in;

Examiner'. Propo.ed Order (Propo.ed Order), has di.played it.

re.pon.e to competition -- fight it every inch ot the way

ordered to permit it. This in spite of repeatecl pronounce

publicly and in the pre•• that it welcomes cOlipetition.

actions betore this Commission repeatedly contradict its rhet

and it is iaportant for the Commission in th1. c••e to finall

an end to AJaeritech'. posturinq.

JAN-II-95 WED 12:43 3122308436 P.03
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Order in this case be adopted by the Co.-ia.1on .0 that compet ion

can beqin. No one ia tooled by Ameritech'. inaincere velco.i of

competition •• can be aeen in Statt'. Reply Briet in Amerite

Customer. Firat proceedinqs:

In ettect, tailinq t~1. [imputaeion) te.t indicates that
u8in9 lIT'. switched acee•• raea. for .utual coapen.ation
amon9at competitors will re.ult in the ab.ence of tho.e
competitors. s1mply put, it the ca.aiaaion adopt. lIT'.
po.ition that its current .witched acc..a rat•••hould be
u8.d a. rate. ot .utual co~n.ation, local exc:haftge
c:oapetition will not exist on any truly _aurabl••cale.
In St&ft's opinion, this result cannot be .evered from
IIT's statad intantion that its eustoaers rirat proposal
will tacilitate competition. In Statt'. opinion, becaaa
mutual compensation is mo.t likely the aoat critical
ele.ent of local exchange competition (ICC statt Ex. 2.01
at 32), the co.-is.ion must ~acld. whether its 90al in
th••e proc.edinq. i. ind••d the tacilitation of local
exchanqe comp.tition or, in contraat, to allow lIT to
espou•• the id•• While actually precludlnq competition by
utilizin9 its switched access rate. tor mutual compen••­
tion. staff recommend. that the Comai•• ion deny IBT'.
mutual coapensation proposal.

aeply Sriet ot the statt ot the Illinois C01IIIarce COIlai•• on,

Dockets 94-0048 and 94-0049 and Dockets 94-0096, 94-0117, 94- 301

and 94-0146, Consolidated.

In addition, on ·D.cember 7. 1994, the U.s. Depart.en 01.

Ju.tic. (DOJ) forwarded to Staff a copy of • propo.ed order dra ted

by Ameritech to b. submitted by DOJ and berit.ch to the •S.

oistrict Court in ord.r tor Am.ritech to obtain a waiver ot tha

inter-LATA ban contained in the Mod i fled Final Jud,•••nt (M ).2

Althouqh diatribut.d by DOJ tor discussion purpo.e., the

2Y,I. y. ".t.rn El.ctric Cp .• 552 F.Supp. 131 (D.D.C, 19
on D.c••bar ~3, 1994. the Statt tiled a motion to reopen the r.
in the cuato..r First consolidated docket. tor th. li.it.d pur
ot aclaittin, ~he dratt propose~ or~er into the r.cord in t
proce.dinq.. A copy ot the order is attached to start'. motl

-~-
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mittal letter fro. OOJ did indicate, the oreler wa. dratt by

AlNritech. What. is instructive is paraqraph 6 ot the pro ••d

order:

6. ORDIR£D rURTHD, that -'-rit.ch .ay not
c~nce to provide interexchan,. .e&"V1c.. under this
teaporary waiver until atter Aaeritech sball hav
reported to t.he Oepart_nt and certified to th. Cour
that: (1) 1eqa1 anCS requ1atory barrier. to loca
coapet1tion have been reJlOved and (2) actual and substan
tial potential competitive alternativ•• tor eXahanqe an
e)COhaft.,. acee•• service. have becolM reasonably avai.labl
in the Teaporary Waiver Territory tor Ameritech'
cuatners. In makinq its report and certification,
Aaeritecb must state that within tne Taporary Waive
Territory: (1) at l •••t one alternaeiva provider ha
been granted local exchan,e authori.ty .nd is actuall
offerinq local exchal\ge ..rvie.s J ••• (5) AlMritecb h.
l11pl._nted appropri,ate arranq..ent. tor interconnection
includinq reciprocal compensation, ace... to datab•••
and .iqnalllnq re.ources; and . • • .

staft believe. that it is impor~ant to point out that by tol

the He.rinq Ex••iner'. Propo.ed Order in this dOCket, Ame itech

would qo a lonq way toward ofterinq "appropriate arranq...nt- tor:

interconnection, includinq reciprocal compen••tion, to

databas•• and siqnallinq r ••ources'· and hence, beinq in

with its own dratt order. However. it is equally important

that it the Propo.ed order is not entered by the

Ameritech will be allowed, in Illinoi8, to continue ita

over the interconnection ot competinq companie.. Thi. Wil~ alle~

Amei:itech ~o ..nage competition until it i. willin9 to "qte up"

control in o~er to "q.t" interLATA relief from the OOJ d ~h.

Court. Thi. is not a "barqaininq chip" which Staff believe. should

ba lett to Amer1tech, either tor leqal or pUblic policy re son•.

-J-
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The ilau.' i. wh

2. Illinois 8ell argue. ~hat unr...onable diacriainati

a que.tion of ract, not

to MrS ar. unrea.onably dilcrilllinatory.

Il11noil 8ell is unre.sonably di.criminatin, _,ain.t MrS ba.

S.etion 13-505.2 ot the Public Utiliti.1 Act (Act), 220 ILCS 5/1­

101 at seq. (1993), by ratu.in9 to interconnect to "'S 11 a it

cases. A review ot the ca.es .how. that thia principle ot law

applies to unreasonable discrimination as to rat•••

~hl. proce.ding i. not whether the rate. charged by

intareonnects to other telecommunications carri.rs, e.g., C ntel

and GTE, not just the reasonablen... or the rat•••

A••uain, a 4et.rmination of unrealonabl. disert.inatian

Saction 13-505.2 ot the Act is a question ot tact, the tacts • in

the record. It is • fact that Illinois Bell ha. r.futed to pr

Mrs intercarri.r arranq••ents and enter into a mutual coap.n

with MYS. Illinois Bell has attempted to ju.~ity this r.tu.

a number ot rea.ons. The reasons given ara not compalling.

3. tST argua. that MrS has the burd.n of abowinq unr

able discrimination. 1ST BOE at 7. MFS has .at it. burden MFS

is a telecommunication. carrier with a c.rtif1cateto provide local

excnange .ervice under Section 13-405 of the Act. Illinois a 11 is

a teleco_unication. carrier providinq bot.b nonco_petit.i and

compe~itiv••ervices. Term1natinq access and interconnect1

noncomp.titive s.rvic... IBT has retu.ed to provide th..e .a

~o Mrs und.r the •••• ra~e. term. and condition. that 1t pr vide.

. , -4-
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However, MI'l will have

Illinoi. 8ell also provi4e. interconnection

Illinoi. Bell arcJUe. that the paraent of4.

to otner telecoamunications carrier. providing local

ICos. Illinois aell a1.0 terminate. traffic for tbe ICos, a

ICos compen.ate Illinois 8ell tor terminatinq traffic.

service.

excbanqe carrier. under a different arranq...nt than it ha. of

MPS. Interconnection i. also a service.

.ervice•.-

independent telephone companies (ICo) is not a .ervice.

Sell rocu... on traffic ori9ina~ed by it and terminated b ~h.

is not controlling. Illinoi. Bell arque. that MFS ha. tail

file "carrier ace... tariff. which would. allow

5. Illinois Sell has rai••d an i ••ue that has .o.e mar but

ment., i. not determinative.

compen.ation from lIT tor teBinatine; traffic." 1IT 80E

Illinoi. Bell and the ICos do compensate one another ba••d on

carrier acce•• tariff.. MYS cannot demand payment for termin

Illinois Bell'. traffic it it do.. not have tariff. on

However, once MrS fl1e. tariffS and they become effeCtive, III

Bell will be required to pay MFS for servic•• covered by the t

at the rate••et forth in the tariff. The issue Illinoi.

rais•• is .imilar to the que.tion of WhiCh ca.e firat, the

or egg." Which mu.t come fir.t, Mrs filing tariff. or III

Bell enterin9 into intercarrier and autual coapen8ation

carrier ace... tariff it it wishes to terminate other carr

-5-
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I.I
prior to providin the

MFS could utilize the Order to obtain phy

•Ameritech will compensate MFS throuqh Mrs's participation in

trattic. 3 Mrs can file the taritt any ti..

con~ext of the Proposed Or4er .
.... '.. e'

service. In addition, this i.aue can be acca.aodatad

The proposed order suqgeses

Primary Toll Carrier Plan. Th. Primary Toll Carrier Plan pro

that carriers compensate one another based upon their a

tariffS tiled with the Commi.sion. The Coaai•• lon could adop

Propo.ed order and then Mrs could file tariffs tor compensati

It. leisure.

interconnection and could even exchanqe traffic with Ameri

Only when MFS wanted to ~harqe A.eritecn for terminatinq tr

",ould it then be required to tile tariffs. All of this be

accompliShed ~ithout any chanqes to the Propo.ed Order.

6. Illinois Bell arque. that a certificate ,ranted purluant

to Section 13-405 of the Act does not qrant MJ"S a riqh to

interearrier arranqellents. Statt disaqreees with Illinois 8ell,
previouslY on this point. 4 I

What Illinois 8ell fail. to comprehend i. that sectj.o~ 13­

505.2 prohibits Illinois 8ell from treatinq "rs unreasonably v s-a­

vis the other local exchanq. carriers (LECS). In other w

While the .pecific lanquaq_ ot the Act doe. not explicitly r

Am.rltech to provide Mrs any apecific arran,••ent., MrS's ac

3Thi. will re.ain Staff's position even lt the Heirinq
Exaainer's Propo.ed Order i. entered by the Commi••lon. :

4S•• Re.pons. ot the statt or the 1111no1. Cc.aerce Co..! aion
to Illinois .ell Tel.phon_ Company's Motion to Hold in Abeyan _ at
para•• 6-7.

-6-
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tion ot a 13-405 certificate .imilarly situat.s MrS as a oeal

eXChan,e provider, like Centel, GTE, anel any other.. This ta t 1n

combination with Section 13-505.2 of the Act require. that

Ameritech provide to MrS the same ••rvica. and arranqament. a the

.ame price. that 1t otters them to other local excbanqe carr ers.

It A.eritech were not otferinq .ervic.. to other .iai1arly .it ated

companie., a .t.ronq arquant could be maele that Section 1 -405

alone would not require Ameritech to otter .ervice. to MFS. is,

however, ia not the case. Alfteritech does provide a qre.~ n

services and is involved in many arran,e.enta with other

exc:hanqe carriers. It i.'AIMritech's retusal to inclUde Mrs ."

the•• arranq..ents that is unduly discriminatory.

7. Staff finds intriquinq the arqument. of Illinoi. ael1

that the Co.-i••ion lack. authority to qrant the interim lief

souqht by KFS. Kowever, the arqument lacks merit.

Essentially, Illinois Sell arqu•• that the "Proposed rder

plainly constitute. a temporary mandatory injunction • . .' and

"the plain lanquaqe ot the Act establish.. tbat no .uch poweI

exists, since nowhere in the Act is the Coami•• ion give the

authority to 9rant such I remedy." lST BOI at 11. Sin the

Commi••ion'. power i. limited to that conterred by statute, t has

no p·cwer to i ••ue a temporary mandatory injunction. Id. The

ra.ainin9 arqu.ant. by Illinois Bell focus on why the Pr pos.d

orcser doe. not .e.t the prerequ is it.. for 1••uinq ate. orary

mandatory injunction.

-7-
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The proble. with Illinois 8ell'. Analy.1. 1••i~le: 0& 11nq

the propo.ed Order a temporary mandatory injunction does not make

it one.

The c~i••ion has general supervisory &ut.hority of III nois

Bell under section 4-101 ot the Act. Seation 4-201 require the

Coai••ion to ensure the laws of this state afrectinq p blle

te

one

ire.Section

" S.~1on 8-502 and

ut11i~ie. are enforced and obeyed.

ob.ervance of this ( the ) Act .

ut.iliti•• ~o "do .varythin9 n.c••••ry to .ecur. coaplianc::e wi and

aut.horize the Commi.sion to order joint use or interconnect!

two public utilitie.' fa~ilities.

Lastly, two haarinq. have been held in this proceedinq

on October 28, 1994, and one on November 17, 1"4. Th. notic from

the Chiel Clerk dated October 18, 1994, .tated:

Notice is al.o qiven that at the hearin, Il11noi. lel
Telephone cOIIlpany should be prepared to r ••pond to MF
Intalenet ol Illinoi., Inc.'. request to have th
Illinoi. Comaerce Co.-i•• ion 1mB.diately direct Il1inoi
Sell to enter into inter-carrier arranqe.ent••

Illinois aell was qranted an opportunity at • bearing to r

and pre.ent evidence on the question why an order .hould

entered by the comaission that immediately directs Illin01s B 11 t~

enter into 1ntercarr1er arranqe.ent•• It did not. avail it. If of

that'opportunity ~o do so, but instead f11ed a Motion to R Id in

Abeyance, Wbich action was SUbsequently denied. I111n01 Bell

cannot now alai. there wa. no h••rinq becau.. it cho.. to try ~

different procedural maneuver (atte.pt to delay the proc d1nq)

than u.inq the opportunity it had to put on evidence.

-8-
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parti.. to be repre.ented by coun.el and to r ••pond and pr

evidence and arqu.ent." The notice referred to abOve was ated

October 18, 1994. The hearinq was held october 21, 1994. The

notice specifically identified Illinois lel1'. ri9bt to re.po 1 in

tact, it told the coapany to be prepared to do so.

wa. repre.ented by coun.el. It had a notice ot the blAring a had

the QPper~unit~ to re.pond by pre.entinq evidenoe and arqu.en. It

elected not to do .0; that wa. its choice. But ~e requ1r

under the Act and the IA'A for a h••rinq have been ••t.

Section 10-103 of the Act states:

Section 10-101 of the Act require. coapliance with the

Illinoi. Adainistrative Procedure Act (tAPA), 5 ILCS 100/1 et

seq. (1993), including' Sections 10-25 and 10-35 of the

S.c~ion 10-25 ot the- tAPA require. the opportunity

atter rea.onable notice and "an oppo~unity .ball be" afford all

In all proceedinq., inve.~iqation. or b••r1nq
conducted by the Commi••ion, except in the dispo.ition 0
matter. which the Commis.ion ie authoriZed to entertal
or di.po.e of on an ex parte baais, any tincliftCJ, c1ec:iaio
or order .ade by the Ca.1ssion ahall be ba.ed exclu
lively on the record tor decision 1n the ca.e, whic
sball inclUde only the transcript of t ..~iacny a
exhibits toqether with all papers and requ••~. tiled i
the proceedinq, incluclinq, in cont••ted ca••• , th
Qocu..nts and into~.tion described in Sec~1on 10-35 0
the Illinois AdJlinistrative Procedure Act. [5 ILC

.' 100110-35J •

Section 10-35 ot the IAPA and Sec:~ion 200.700 of ot

Practice, 83 Ill. Ada. Code 200, detine the record 1n • proce 1n9.

There is no que.tion that the Propo.ed Order i. ba8ed on the

in this proce.dinq.

JAN-11-95 WED 12:47 3122308436
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contrary to a••ertions by Illinois-Bell, the Propo.ed

cOllplie. with the Act, the tAPA, and the Co_i••ion's Rul

f

~rd.r
of

Practice.

8. IBT arqu.. that as.uming the Ccmai••lon doe. have

aut.hority to enter the Propo.ed order, a. a uttel:' ot ound

requlatory policy, it should not do 10. tIT lOE at 15-16. tatt

take. stronq .xc.ption to Illinoi. Bell'. position. To the

Illinoi. Bell would leadaddr••••d. IST BO! at Ex. B.

contrary, sound requlatory policy reqUire. that the coai sion

enter the Propo••d order.

MYS ha. a certificate to provide local .xch&n~••ervice. The

Act conte.plat•• multiple' local exchanqe provider.. hinq

I'reventinq the 1_qillattVe intent ot ~. General A••embly trom

being carried out is Illinois 8ell. It ha. placed 1~••1f i the

position of deciding whether MFS can .xerci.e it. cel:'titlca e by

refu.ing intercarrier and mutual compensation arranqe.ents.

Nothing in the affidavit ot J. ThOll•• O'Brien indicate that

the two parti•• cannot solve any "probl•••" Which .ay n.ed 0 be

b.lieve that .very specitic detail, both of a t.chnical and

nature, must be re.olved by this co_i••lon prior to MFS

qranted it. relief. In the interconn.ction rUl..a~1nq, Dock

039S: Mr. O'Brien took the position that the interconnectio rule

should only .pacity minimal standards for collocation. IBT E

at 8-9. Mr. O'Brien reterred to the "StipUlation betw••n 11

Bell and Teleport that was approved in the Third tnterim Or

Docket 90-0425. That Stipulation sp.cified ~at:

-10"
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(7)

I
Illinoi. Bell should provide .uch unbundl~ 1nterc~nnec- I
ticn in a manner Which is econoaically, tecbnoloq1cally .
and adaini.trat1vely co.parable to the aanner in Which
I1lin01s 8el1'. tacilities interconnect with it. won
networks. " ..

Id. Mr. O'Brien did not •••• to ••• a proble. with 1ft!

quid.lin•• in Dock.t 92-039'. In fact, the tiftdift; in the Pro

Order i. very similar in cte.iqn:

R.aponct.nt is therefore directed t.o otter Co.pla1n­
ant. inter-carrier arranve.ent., includinq recipro­
cal co.,.n.ation for the exchanq. ot local t.raffic
and interconnection arran,•••nts Which are siailar
to tho.. offered to I -Co' • cont1quoua vittl lIT;
thes. arranq_.nt.. will be off.red on an interia
ba.i. pendinq th. conclusion ot a nuaber Of other
doeke", includlnq 94-00", 94-0049, 94-0041 and
94-0146; if n.o••••ry, tn••e int.eria arranq...nts
can th.n be modifi.d to mirror the c01IIlis.ion's
conclusions 1n tho•• docket.~

The proposed order is specific enouqh for Ill1noi. 8ell to knoW

what is required of it. Staff doe. not ... wbat: i. .0 ra

about requirinq Illinois Sell to treat a tel.coaaunications ca

with a certiticate to provide local excnanqe telecommunlca ions

.ervice the .a•••s any other local excnanqe carrier on an in~erirn

basis it this is what MFS wants.

9. Staft believ•• the first orderin; paraqraph on paqe 0 of

the proposed Order should reter to Find!nq (7).

10. In the la.t orderinq paraqra~h, the phrase

tiv."Lav" should r.ad "Administrative Review tav."

11. Th. Aot, the Commission's previous order. and prono

Illent., and I111n01s Sell'. own pronounc...nt. on COIlp.t. tion

.upport the Commi••ion entaring the Propoaed Order.

-11-
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NOW TRlltlrou:, the staft r ••pect.tullY requ••t.. that the

exception. ot Illinoi. Bell t.o the Hear1n9 exaain.r'. Pro ed

Order be denied •

.)

•

RICHAlU) S. WOLTIU
Office of General Coun.el
Illinoi. c~rce ca.ai••ion
527 ..at caplt.ol Avenu.
P.O. lox 1.2.0
sprtnqf1eld, IL 62194-9210
Phone I (211)7'5-3402
Fax: (217)524-8928

Reapeettully aubaltted,

~~/A---:.J-.~'-t-"--"
.

statt Attorney

coun.el tor the Stoatt ot
Il11nois ca..erce CaBal••

.'!
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STATE or ILLINOIS

ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMKISSIOK

MrS In~.lenet of· Illinoi., Inc.

94-0422

Illinoi. ..11 Telephone Coapany

co.plain~ and petition •• to
.11..ed refuaa1 to proviCSe
certain in~er-earrier

arraft9~t••

mIg or rILlIG

To: lttaCha4 Service Li.t

PLEAS! TAXI MOTICE that we have on this 6th day ot Ja uary,
1995, filed with the Chief Clerk of the Illinoi. C~rce C .mis­
sion, the Reply of tbe staff ot the Illin01. Ccmaerce Co_i.•• on to
Driet on Exception. to the He.r1n9 Ixainer' • Propo.ed rCSer.
copies of Which are hereby .erved upon you.

)}-~...,...

•
Staft Attorney

Coun..l for the Statf of the
Illinois CaBBeroe C~i. ion

'''TIlt'':' or 'IBYICE

I hereby cutity that copi•• of tIM for..oinq Not ce ot
[111n9, tavetbU' with the aeply of the Statt. of the I lino1.
C~I'c:e c_1..1on to Irief on Except10ne to the R.ariftq lXa.i­
ner'. propo.ed Order, vare Miled to tha aeuaal parti.. n the
attached service list by first cl••• mail, proper poataqa p epaiCS.
on the 6th day ot January, 1995. ~~

'.•J
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1
"

Lou1.. .underUnd
IllLftoU ..11 Telephon. company
225 ...~ Aando1,. Stl""c, 21e
Chieaqo, It .0&06

Su.a" Derlod.Cl
fa CiftdV Z. Schonhaut

D~rectol' of ~e~l.~ol"Y Affaira
MFI Iftc.le~, tnc.
one 'fOWer r.aae, suite 1&00
Oakbl"ook 'rel"l"aae, IL 60111

David t ••ei.n fa ~i. D••ptwa.a
Public DC111tie. DLv1810ft
Cook eoun.y .ta•• '. Attorn., Off10'
21 BOrth Cl&1"k '.ceee. I\ll~. 400
Ch10890, lL 60'02

Duane It. 'eu"1'Ro.. I KuelLe.
Ac~orney fol" Clntl'al relephon.

co.pany of 1111"1' ,
1S0 North Miohi.98ft A... , lulte 2500
Chicaqo, IL 60'01

Alex J. Hard.•
Viee Pre'ld.nc-Re9Ulaeory Affail'"
Mr. In~.l.net, Ino.
101 Rudeen Stl'eet. lulC. 2200
J.l"wey cley, KJ 0'302

Andl'Mf W. L1...n
Richal'd M. Rindlel'
Swidl.1' fa Be1'11n, Chtd.
3000 I Stl""~, N.W.
Sui-ce 300
W••ninvton, DC 2000'

W. I ......n
1.'1'1'1' c~.U.catloft' of tll1n01., Inc.
913 South Sixth Itreet
Jrcl PlOOI'
5'I"1"9f111d, IL 62'03

t.&I"J:)' 5a1u-.:1"O
C. Idwal'8 ",tllOl\
"'1'1'1' e:-1li.oIR1one of nu,noLa, tnc.
22' __~ ....... ft&'eeC, 'Ch rlool'
ChLcaqo, It 60606

D01.&91a. W. '1'ruull
Mel 'tel~aJ.ca~i.on. COlrPOl"&tlon
205 Korth MlcbS4an Ave., Suitl 3700
Ch~cavo, It. 60'01

Richard I. -'ltel'"
Otliee Of o.nel"&l eoua.el
tl11no!' cc..e~ce ca..l••.1on
541 &••t Capitol A..nue
'.0. IOIC 19210
.,~1ft9fL.14, I~ 62194-'210

Oavid H. CMtttla~dC

VLce 'naldene .....l.Cory
AUaU8

Il1lnol...11 T.le,.one ea.pan
III 1&1t COOk Itn.., rloo~ 11
S'I"1qfield, n, UT21

Clyd. XUl""r
Ace....., at E.aw
'1'h..- .11".~ "&CLonal ,1aaa
auue 4000
Cbic.90, XL 60'02

Madeloft Kuo"'l'a
T.l.,.,~ e:-nl.e.~lon. CI&'OU', Inc.
233 ....cb "'ke~ Dcl.., luLt. 100
chlca90, XL '060'

.7oeu.. DoneYan
tel.por& ca..unl••tlon8 Oroap ne.
two T.lepon Dd..
Stace" I.land, MY 10311

"1eh.e1 C. ~nde., J~.

SP~Lnt eo..unlcaclon. ca.pany
1140 w&~ .a~kWay

P.O. lox 141'7
~an.a. Cl~y, MO 64114-0411

O.vid I. H19h~ow.~, J .... R.
Ii 'u8an It. Ihay

QTI lfOrth Incol'PO&'a~ed

1312 Ra., ...~ " ...,
l100aLfttcon, IL 61101

StepMn J. "a"lOn, ....... I.
Ch~i..c1an P••lnn19, and
It.... It. Iklnnel"

Ma,.c, II"OWft fa 'la~'
190 Souch LaSalle It...e
ChLcaqo, It. 10603

Olnn1.. K. MUftCY
~tto~ey fo~ I111no1. Indepen enc

T.lept\OM heoclaclon
Mey.r, capel, H&.~.cftteld, Mun

Jahn • Aldeeft, ,.c.
306 weac Cbul"eh 't~eec

, .0. lOx 6"0
Champal9ft, IL 61126-6150

JAN-11-95 WED 12:49 3122308436 -------------.J-_£._w:;;:;;:;r;::..~,::.~~,',.:r,
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..~~ce L~" • 94·0~22
p... 2

9 , ••Lpn ...cc:

.1ohft t'O.." 1Ie&¥i.~ ....i.ftH
a.M~' .",..u.o ",LU.U.' D1vUi.on'1'1. MldlDe, 'fel..~ftlc.'i.on.
Dol'1tt'. IUJ.., co.....,. "rli.cn
Mi.ohA.l Cl1"lon, c:on.~ ,.nice.
dlUlo". ~• .c-I.u,,'" Off1c. of ,oUay

and ,1ana!A9
Ml0h..l ltuRy, OfUc. of Policy

and Plaftfti.n9

•

.',

>'-.

, ,.1
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